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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-48 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 10-18, 20, 21, 26^34, 36, 37 and 42-48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "objectionable " in claims 1 (lines 1, 3, 5 and 6), 17 (lines 1 and 4-6) 
and 33 (lines 2, 5 and 7) is a relative term which renders the claims indefinite. The term 
"objectionable" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard 
for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. The determination of content that is 
offensive, tasteless, vulgar, pornographic, or otherwise considered "objectionable" 
ordinarily varies according to the subjective sentiments of the user, so the claim does 
not particularly point out and distinctly claim how the objectionable content is 
distinguished from the requested content. In the interest of compact prosecution, this 
limitation is subsequently ignored. 

The claims 2, 4, 5, 10-16, 18, 20, 21. 26-32, 34, 36, 37 and 42-48 are rejected by 
virtue of their dependence on rejected claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
3. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Jensen et al., hereafter Jensen, (USPN 6,459,809 - filed July 12, 1999 and published 
October 1,2002). 

Regarding claim 1, Jensen discloses a method of identifying objectionable 
content, comprising: 

receiving requested content (column 3, lines 51-58); 

analyzing the requested content to identify an amount of objectionable 
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content (analysis regarding contour transformations of data provides basis for 
identifying content to be filtered; see column 3, lines 58-60, and column 9, lines 29-36); 
and 

storing the requested content in an objectionable content data structure if 
the amount of objectionable content in the requested content is above at least one 
predetermined threshold (filtered content is rerouted from original content stream if the 
semantic value of its contour transformation is above a predetermined threshold; see 
column 10, lines 30-35, and column 11, lines 37-55). 

Regarding claim 2, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , and further 
teaches a method wherein at least one predetermined threshold is obtained from a user 
profile (threshold value, determined by archetype, varies per the user; see column 1 1 , 
lines 24-28). 

Regarding claim 3, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1, and further 
teaches: 

providing at least one entry from the objectionable content data structure 
to a user (column 12, lines 45-46); 

receiving input from the user categorizing the at least one entry as 
objectionable or non-objectionable (refinement of archetypes with user input by which 
content is categorized as objectionable or non-objectionable; column 4, lines 49-54); 
and 

adjusting the at least one predetermined threshold if the input from the 
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user categorizes the at least one entry as non-objectionable (refinement of archetypes; 
column 4, lines 49-54). 

Regarding claim 4, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , and further 
teaches that the method is implemented in a proxy server (column 4, lines 46-48). 

Regarding claim 5, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , and further 
teaches that the method is implemented in a client device (column 4, lines 33-34, and 
column 11, lines 2-14). 

Regarding claim 6, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , and further 
teaches a method wherein 

analyzing the requested content to identify an amount of objectionable 
content includes one or more of performing image analysis, performing list based 
analysis, performing textual analysis (image analysis; see column 5, lines 22-24; 
column 10, lines 26-27; and column 1 1 , lines 37-46) and 

receiving an input from a user designating the requested content as 
containing objectionable content (column 12, lines 45-50). 

Regarding claim 7, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , and further 
teaches a method wherein analyzing the requested content to identify an amount of 
objectionable content includes using parameters stored in a user profile to identify 
objectionable content (user-defined archetypes identify filtered content; column 11, lines 
24-28, and column 12. lines 3-5). 

Regarding claim 8, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 7, and further 
teaches a method wherein the user profile identifies levels of objectionable content 
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which a user wishes to avoid (object qualifier provides the user with a means for refining 
the particularity for the various archetypes used to filter content; column 1 1 , line 37, 
through column 12, line 54). 

Regarding claim 9, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 7, and further 
teaches a method wherein the user profile identifies the at least one threshold for one or 
more categories of objectionable content (user-defined archetypes include target 
semantic values that are used as a threshold for filtering content; see column 9, lines 
54-61; column 10, lines 18-40; and column 11, lines 37-55). 

Regarding claim 10, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1, and further 
teaches a method wherein the at least one threshold is dynamically adjustable (column 
11, lines 56-57). 

Regarding claim 11, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1, and further 
teaches a method wherein the at least one threshold is dynamically adjustable based on 
results of review, by a user, of objectionable content in the objectionable content data 
structure (column 12, lines 42-50), 

Regarding claim 12, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 1, and further 
teaches a method wherein analyzing the requested content to identify an amount of 
objectionable content includes scoring the requested content based on the amount and 
type of objectionable content contained in the requested content (semantic values are 
obtained from the contour transformation of requested content and compared against a 
dictionary of archetypes that define the amount and type of content to be filtered; see 
column 7, lines 46-64, and column 9, lines 54-61). 
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Regarding claim 13, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 12, and further 
teaches that scoring the requested content based on the amount and type of 
objectionable content contained in the requested content includes maintaining scores 
for each of a plurality of categories of objectionable content (archetypes define a 
plurality of categories of content; see column 7, lines 55-64, and column 10, lines 18- 
27). 

Regarding claim 14, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 13, and further 
teaches that analyzing the requested content to identify an amount of objectionable 
content further includes determining if one or more of the scores for each of the plurality 
of categories of objectionable content exceeds the at least one threshold (column 10, 
lines 30-33, and column 1 1 , lines 37-55). 

Regarding claim 15, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 15, and further 
teaches that the threshold is defined in a user profile (column 9, lines 54-61 ; column 10, 
lines 1 8-40; and column 1 1 , lines 37-55). 

Regarding claim 16, Jensen teaches all the limitations of claim 3, and further 
teaches a method wherein adjusting the at least one predetermined threshold if the 
input from the user categorizes the at least one entry as non-objectionable includes 
determining a new value for the at least one predetermined threshold using one of an 
algorithm, a function, an inference engine, a neural network, an expert system and an 
intelligent computing system (adjusting thresholds using neural network; see column 8, 
lines 57-67, and column 12, lines 49-52). 
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Regarding claims 17-32, these are apparatus versions of the claimed method 
steps discussed above (claims 1-16, respectively), wherein all limitations have been 
addressed. Thus, for the reasons provided above, such claims are anticipated. 

Regarding claims 33^8, these are computer program product versions of the 
claimed method steps discussed above (claims 1-16, respectively), wherein all 
limitations have been addressed. Thus, for the reasons provided above, such claims 
are anticipated. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Theriault (USPN 6,049,821 - published April 1 1 , 2000) discloses a method of 
filtering requested content using a proxy server. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Elmore whose telephone number is 571-272-4224. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M 10-8, T-Th 9-7. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Greg Morse can be reached on 571-272-3838. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from tlie 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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